our article on the five models (this issue) demonstrates that a core legal concept is also a core concept in other disciplines and in nonlegal ways of approaching policy.
Given these limitations, what use can be made of the material provided here? First, it offers evidence of the existence of core concepts. The fact that so many statutes, precedent-setting decisions, or both, can be adduced is itself evidence that there is indeed a core concept.
Second, it was a useful device to provide direction for our research respondents in discussing the topic of core concepts. It stimulated their discussion; required them to focus on the three service-delivery sectors to the exclusion of other sectors; and enabled them to confirm, add to, or modify our preliminary list of core concepts and the statutes and cases that manifest them.
Third, it is a useful reference list. It also offers to the person who drafts legislation language that can be used in new or amended statutes (and interpretation of that language), and it connects the policy analyst to language that we use-and that the analyst can use-when applying our "tools" to the analysis of a policy document (see the article on tools in this issue).
Fourth, it provides a taxonomy for classifying new statutes and decisions. It can help the scholar or analyst make one kind of sense out of the ever-changing federal policy scene.
Fifth, it serves the same purpose if the scholar or analyst is concerned about state, rather than federal, law. There is no reason why the listing of core concepts at the federal level cannot be used for the same purpose at the state level; indeed, it can safely be assumed that state laws reflect the core concepts, because in many cases, state law must conform to federal law (either as a matter of the Supremacy Clause, compliance with the 14th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, or compliance with Congress' spending power).
PGA Tour, Inc. v. Martin, 121 S. Ct. 1879 Ct. (2001 (May 29, 2001 )-the PGA tour is a "public accommodation" and the operators of the tour violate ADA's requirement of reasonable accommodations when, in insisting on the "walking requirements" that they apply to all tour competitors, they refuse to allow a professional golfer with a physical impairment to use a golf cart while competing; using the cart does not fundamentally alter the nature of the competition, the essence of which is hitting the golf ball into a hole with a golf club.
Honig v. Doe, 484 U.S. 305 (1988)-school authorities may not unilaterally exclude a child with a disability from the classroom during the pendency of proceedings concerning the child's education and dangerous or dis ruptive conduct growing out of the child's disabilities. Note. The term services refers to the statutes authorizing various activities by government entities, the regulations implementing the statutes, the appropriations that fund the services, and the entities' programs and operations (collectively, the service provider system).
